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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to Application filed on 07/1 7/2003 . 

2. Claims 1-24 are pending. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 



3. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions 
and requirements of this title. 



4. Claims 17-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is directed 
to non-statutory subject matter. 



Regarding claim 17, the "computer-readable medium" is not limited to tangible media in 
accordance with Applicant's specification, which states that it may be digital or analog 
communication link, not in and of itself a tangible medium. 

Claims 18-24 are rejected as incorporating the deficiencies of claim 17 upon which they 
depend. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

5. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly claiming 
the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

6. Claims 7, 15 and 23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which 
applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 7 recites the limitation "previously bound data object" in lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is believed that this claim depends 
on claim 5 and treated as such in this action. However, appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 15 recites the limitation "previously bound data object" in line 3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is believed that this claim depends 
on claim 13 and treated as such in this action. However, appropriate correction is required. 

Claim 23 recites the limitation "previously bound data object" in lines 2-3. There is 
insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. It is believed that this claim depends 
on claim 21 and treated as such in this action. However, appropriate correction is required. 
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Double Patenting 

7. Claims 1-3, and 5-7 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory obviousness- 
type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 1-3 and 5 of copending Application No. 
10/621,885. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not patentably distinct 
from each other because the claims are broader than claims 1-3 and 5 of copending Application 
which encompass the same metes, bounds, and limitations. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

8. Claims 9-11, and 13-15 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 17-19 and 21 of copending 
Application No. 10/621,885. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
patentably distinct from each other because the claims are broader than 17-19 and 21 of 
copending Application which encompass the same metes, bounds, and limitations. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

9. Claims 17-19, and 21-23 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claims 9-1 1 and 13 of copending 
Application No. 10/621,885. Although the conflicting claims are not identical, they are not 
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patentably distinct from each other because the claims are broader than claims 9-1 1 and 13 of 
copending Application which encompass the same metes, bounds, and limitations. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection because the conflicting 
claims have not in fact been patented. 

10. Claims 4, 12, and 20 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1, 9 and 17 of copending 
Application No. 10/621,885 in view of Blizniak et al . (Publication NO US 2003/0220993). 

Claimed invention of copending Application No. 10/621,885 does not teach "wherein a 
deployment attribute is selected from the group comprising: a deployment identifier, wherein 
deployment identifier is a unique identifier associated with the deployment operation, wherein 
the deployment identifier is unique over all deployment operations within the data processing 
system or is unique over all deployment operation for all instances of the application within the 
data processing system; a version identifier or an edition identifier associated with a version of 
the application; or some other identifier for a deployment-associated characteristic or metric". 

Blizniak et al. teach "wherein a deployment attribute is selected from the group 
comprising: a deployment identifier... "(see Blizniak et al. , [0024] and [0026]). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified claimed invention of copending Application No. 
10/621,885 by the teaching of Blizniak et al. , since using deployment identifier or other identifier 
enables effectively managing deployment operations in the data processing system. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 
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1 1 . Claims 8, 1 6, and 24 are provisionally rejected on the ground of nonstatutory 
obviousness-type double patenting as being unpatentable over claim 1, 9 and 17 of copending 
Application No. 10/621,885 in view of Cocks et al. (US Patent No 6,745,250). 

Claimed invention of copending Application No. 10/621,885 does not teach "wherein an 
application comprises a plurality of application modules, wherein each module is associated with 
a module name, and wherein each module is associated with an application-based name based on 
its module name". 

Cocks et al. teach "wherein an application comprises a plurality of application modules, 
wherein each module is associated with a module name. . ." (see Cocks et al. , [column 7, lines 
45-55] and [column 8, lines 50-60] wherein EJBHomes are equivalent to Applicant 's 
"application modules"). 

It would have been obvious to a person having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to have modified claimed invention of copending Application No. 
10/621,885 by the teaching of Cocks et al. , since associating each module with an application- 
based name based on its module name provides more effective way to manage different modules 
of an application in a data processing system. 

This is a provisional obviousness-type double patenting rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §102 



12. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international 
application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language. 

13. Claims 1-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Cocks et al. (US 
Patent No 6,745,250). 

The applied reference has a common assignee and a common inventor with the instant 
application. Based upon the earlier effective U.S. filing date of the reference, it constitutes prior 
art under 35 U.S.C. 102(e). This rejection under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) might be overcome either by a 
showing under 37 CFR 1 .132 that any invention disclosed but not claimed in the reference was 
derived from the inventor of this application and is thus not the invention "by another," or by an 
appropriate showing under 37 CFR 1.131. 

As to claim 1 , Cocks et al. teach: 
"A method for processing names by a naming service within a data processing system" (see 
[column 6, lines 35-50]), the method comprising: 
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"obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see [column 6, 
lines 60-67] wherein "EJBAppl" in the compound name "com/ibm/EJBAppl/myEJB" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "application name", and this application name must be obtained in 
order to created the name as disclosed); 

"obtaining a deployment name that is associated with a deployment attribute that 
characterizes a development of an instance of the application" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] 
wherein "myEJB" in the compound name "com/ibm/EJBAppl/myEJB" is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "deployment name", and this deployment name must be obtained in order to create 
the name as disclosed); 

"generating an application-based name for the instance of the application, wherein the 
application-based name represents a context within a naming system and wherein the 
application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name and the 
deployment name" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] wherein "com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "application-based name", wherein "EJBAppl" is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "application name" and "myEJB" is equivalent to Applicant 's "deployment name"). 

As to claim 9, Cocks et al. teach: 
"An apparatus for processing names by a naming service within a data processing system" (see 
[column 4, lines 63-67] and [column 6, lines 35-50]), the apparatus comprising: 

"means for obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see 
[column 6, lines 60-67] wherein "EJBAppl" in the compound name 
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"com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is equivalent to Applicant 's "application name", and this 
application name must be obtained in order to created the name as disclosed); 

"means for obtaining a deployment name that is associated with a deployment attribute 
that characterizes a development of an instance of the application" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] 
wherein "myEJB" in the compound name "com/ibm/EJBAppl/myEJB" is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "deployment name", and this deployment name must be obtained in order to create 
the name as disclosed); 

"means for generating an application-based name for the instance of the application, 
wherein the application-based name represents a context within a naming system and wherein 
the application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name and the 
deployment name" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] wherein "com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "application-based name", wherein "EJBAppl" is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "application name" and "myEJB" is equivalent to Applicant 's "deployment name"). 

As to claim 17, Cocks et al. teach: 
"A computer program product in a computer-readable medium for use in a data processing 
system for processing names by a naming service" (see [column 6, lines 35-50]), the computer 
program product comprising: 

"means for obtaining an application name that is associated with an application" (see 
[column 6, lines 60-67] wherein "EJBAppl" in the compound name 
"com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is equivalent to Applicant 's "application name", and this 
application name must be obtained in order to created the name as disclosed); 
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"means for obtaining a deployment name that is associated with a deployment attribute 
that characterizes a development of an instance of the application" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] 
wherein "myEJB" in the compound name "com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is equivalent to 
A pplicant 's "deployment name", and this deployment name must be obtained in order to create 
the name as disclosed); 

"means for generating an application-based name for the instance of the application, 
wherein the application-based name represents a context within a naming system and wherein 
the application-based name is a compound name that comprises the application name and the 
deployment name" (see [column 6, lines 60-67] wherein "com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "application-based name", wherein "EJBAppl" is equivalent to 
Applicant 's "application name" and "myEJB" is equivalent to Applicant 's "deployment name"). 

As to claims 2, 10 and 18, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"wherein a deployment attribute is a metadata value that characterizes a manner in which 
the instance of the application is deployed within the data processing system" (see [column 6, 
lines 5-50], [column 5, lines 40-65] and [column 8, lines 24-58] wherein "parameter value" is 
equivalent to Applicant 's "metadata value" and the disclosure of using parameter values to locate 
objects in the distributed object-oriented environment wherein objects are equivalent to 
Applicant 's "instances of the application", implies that parameter values characterize how 
objects are deployed within the system, as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 
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As to claims 3, 1 1 and 19, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"wherein the application-based name comprises the application name and multiple 
deployment names associated with multiple deployment attributes" (see [column 6, lines 60-67], 
[column 7, lines 45-53] and [column 8, lines 50-58] wherein "com/ibm/EJBAppl/myEJB" or 
"customized Application Contexts" is equivalent to Applicant 's "application-based name", and 
the disclosure of subcontexts and multiple deployments of an application implies the existence of 
multiple deployment name associated with multiple deployment attributes as well as application- 
based name as illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 4, 12 and 20, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"wherein a deployment attribute is selected from a group comprising: a deployment 
identifier, wherein a deployment identifier is a unique identifier associated with the deployment 
operation, wherein the deployment identifier is unique over all deployment operations within the 
data processing system or is unique over all deployment operations for all instances of the 
application within the data processing system; a version identifier or an edition identifier 
associated with a version of the application; or some other identifier for a deployment-associated 
characteristic or metric" (see [column 6, lines 60-67], [column 7, lines 1-35], and [column 7, 
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lines 60-65] wherein "myEJB" or "simple name" is equivalent to Applicant 's "deployment 
attribute" and the disclosure of using simple name as a input parameter to find the object in the 
distributed object-oriented environment wherein "object" is equivalent to Applicant 's "instance 
of application" implies simple name must be a unique identifier in that environment, as 
illustrated in Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 5, 13 and 21, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"binding the application-based name to a data object" (see [column 6, lines 35-67] 
wherein compound name such as "com/ibm/EJBAppl /myEJB" is equivalent to A pplicant 's 
"application-based name" and the disclosure of NamingContext capable of processing resold 
operations to lookup objects in the name space implies that it must exist a binding between a 
name to a data object as illustrated in A pplicant 's claim language; also see [column 2, lines 40- 
50]). 

As to claim 6, 14 and 22, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 5, 13 and 21, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al . teach: 

"relating the data object to a context for an application server" (see [column 6, lines 35- 
60] and [column 7, lines 25-45] wherein the disclosure of many applications in the system 
implies the system is an application server and the name space as disclosed is equivalent to 
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Applicant 's " a context for an application server"; and the disclosure of locating objects in the 
name space implies relating the object to a context for an application server as illustrated in 
Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 7, 15 and 23, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"resolving the application-based name to a previously bound data object" (see [column 6, 
lines 35-67] wherein compound name as disclosed is equivalent to Applicant 's "application- 
based name" and the disclosure of "processing resolve operations to lookup objects in the name 
space" is equivalent to Applicant 's claim language). 

As to claim 8, 16 and 24, these claims are rejected based on arguments given above for 
rejected claims 1, 9 and 17, respectively, and are similarly rejected including the following: 
Cocks et al. teach: 

"wherein an application comprises a plurality of application modules, wherein each 
module is associated with a module name, and wherein each module is associated with an 
application-based name based on its module name" (see [column 7, lines 45-55], [column 8, 
lines 50-60] wherein EJBHomes are equivalent to A pplicant 's "application modules"). 



14. The prior art made of record and not replied upon is considered pertinent to Applicant's 
disclosure. 
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Lee et al. (US Patent No 5,745, 683) teach an improved Federated Naming Framework 
System which includes a Federated Naming Service Provider Interface for four kinds of Name 
Services (Atomic Name, Compound Name, Partial Composite Name and Composite Name). 

Naravanaswamy et ah (Publication No US 2004/0177358) teach a system and method for 
assembling and deploying program units to application server using single transparent 
deployment flow architecture. 

Vasudevan (US Patent No 5,377,323) teaches an apparatus and method for a federated 
Naming System which can resolve composite names comprised of names from an arbitrary 
number of disparate Naming Systems in a distributed computing environment. 
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Conclusion 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Phuong-Thao Cao whose telephone number is (571) 272-2735. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8:30 AM - 5:00 PM (Mon - Fri). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Charles Rones can be reached on (571) 272-4085. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 

PTC 

January 20, 2006 




